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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(3) Tiberiu Weisz . 
' (4) . 



2)D applicant's representative] 
e)G3 No. 



Claim(s) discussed: AH. 

Identification of prior art discussed: Hisakado and Yamauchi (see PTO-892 and PTO-1449) . 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)^ was reached. g)Q was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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(2) Dwavne Bost . 



Date of Interview: 2i 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The applicability of the Yamauchi reference with respect to 
applicant's claims was discussed by. The examiner pointed out, through the use of the Aoki reference, that magneto- 
optic recording of Yamauchi utilizes a magnetic field in combination with a laser bearnto record data and only a laser 
beam to reproduce data, which is not the same as applicant's assertion that the Yamauchi reference teaches the 
recording and reproducing of data by means of a magnetic transducer, such as that found in conventional hard disk 
drives. The examiner further pointed out that the Yamauchi reference is considered to be analogous to applicant's 
claimed invention because of the data structure and format on the magneto-optic disc as well as the general 
arrangement of recording/reproducing heads, and not the specific details of magnetic or magneto-optic recording. 
Additionally, the examiner pointed out that Yamauchi suggests recording data on at least one side of a dual-sided 
optical/magneto-optic disc by means of conventional optical phase-change techniques. Further, the rejections under 
35 USC § 1 12, first paragraph, as found in the final action mailed 16 February 2007, were discussed in order to aid 
applicant's reprsentative in overcoming them in response to this action. 



